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og Pa N 27 ENI had read that Pamphlet which has 
NS) oecafion'd the following Sheets, I was of opi- 
nian the London Miniſters would ſearce think 
TY 7: worth their while tu auſuer it. The Au- 
or, Objections are generally ſo far Tl 
and a with fo. much Bitterneſs, they are in a great ® 
meaſure their own Antidote; and ſerve rather as a Foil, 0 E | 
+ off the excellent Spirit and ſolid Reaſoning, that rn 


trough the Work of his Brethren. 

: But when 1 heard what mighty things were ſaid in ak; ; 
of his Remarks, and obſerved the odd Conſtruttion that 
was put upon his Brethrens intire Silence, it fill d me with _ Y 
| Grief and Indignation; aud at leugth wrought me up ie 2 
Reſolution — 5 ſome other Perſon ſhould prevent me) to 


beſtow a few Thoughts on this wonderful - Performiauce : :. 
which would have — publiſhed ſooner, had not the Inter- 
change of ſeveral Letters, with ſome Socinians in theſe" 
Parts, found other Work for * wi} ure Hours... 


1 preſum ume, my medaling in the Controverſy between the 
' Remarker and bis Brethren may be deem'd the more excu- 
ſable, becauſe of the ſpecial . Relation I haue the.hanour o. 
fand in, unto three of theſe Gentlemen: One of them was *. 
u Tutor, another of them my Predeceſſor at the Place ＋5 

removed from, and a third the. e PR my concern” 4. 
in my Ordination. WEIS 

The Remarker”s 33 Defign.i is to. Go . ba * 
calls, the Popiſh Spirit of Infallibility and Implicit Faith, 

p. 44. What he has offered upon the faſt of theſe, 7 5 

nd examined in the following Treatiſe ; which is chiefly - 
taken up in an Eſſay concerning Certainty and Infallibility. 
D The Subject, I confeſs, is ſomewhat dry, tho not unuſeful, 
and to an inquiſitive Mind perhaps not ungrateful. IWhat 
makes it the more worthy of a Diſquifition now, is hg 
Juſtice it may do, both to the Character of thoſe "Gentle: 
men and to the Reputation of their Book, which the Au- 
thor's Animadverfions on this Head were * contrived 
| fo ſtab. 
Should there appear a greater Tartneſs in any of. my. 
Narr oofs, than ſome could wiſh for, I have this Apology to 
male; Tho the ſuppoſed Author be a Perſon whom 1 efteem 
and lie, jet his Zeal has, in many Inſtances, fo tranſported 
him bey ond the Rules of "Truth as wel as Decency, he de- 
ſerved. = I thought) to be rebuked with a degree of Sharp- 
neſs : not 2 mention, that the Reproofs themſelves are moſiiy 
borrow'd from the Gentleman's own Pen, and p (if 1 
miſtake not) with much more Juſtice. 

In may expect, in a ſhort time, an Examination of the 
other Part of his Book, under this Title, An Eſſay con- 
cerning Implicit F aith.: unleſs ſome better Had Woull 
undertake it, and fave me that trouble. 
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PF LE I'TER 7 to i Aube 1 
— The Nature and Conſe- 3 
"oo of Enthuſiaſm, Ge. | 


$18, 


* Ep 8 FH EN 1 had read that 3 Treatiſe, 

£ E intitled, The Doctrine of the Bleſſed Trinity 
if bal and defended, by ſome London Mi- 
| niſters; I could not but obſerve with _ 
TESTY » pleaſure the diſpaſſionate Zeal and Can- . 
. our, the 4 and Wiſdom, with which thoſe 
vorthy Gentlemen conducted chemſelres on this 
mportant Occaſion. 


The Spirit of the two Books aj 


25 | Their Diſclaim of any Right to external Force in 
x Hatters of Religion, p. 141. Their firm Reſolution 
try no other Means, but thoſe of Argument and 
erſuaſion, p. 3. Their Appeal to the Oracles of 
od, as the only Rule and Ground of Faith, p. 18. 
Their urging the harmonious Conſent of the Re- 
ormed Churches, not as a Standard to regulate the 
Belief of others by, but only as a Symbol of their 
wn, a Cloud of Wirneſſes; p. 14 43+ Their re- 
ä | B nouncing 
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nouncing of all Pretences to an infallible Judgment 
about Goſpel- Truth and Error, p.5. pleading only 
for ſuch a Degree. of Certainty, as may ariſe” from 
Principles drawn out of the inſpired Writings by quit 
and\equitable Rules of Interpretation, p. 39. Their 
1 5 Caution againſt an implicit Dependence upon 
either the private Explanations, or more publick De 
ciſions of any fallible Men, p.43. The moving Pa 
thos with which they invite every Chriſtian to ſearch 
the Scriptures for himſelf, and to form his Concep 
cions: of God from thence, p. 127, 118. 'Their.not ò nee 
preſuming to determine the final States of any; onl 
diſoorering a compaſſſonate Senſe of what Ps yerily 
believe to be the Nature and Tendency of an Error, 
which ſtrikes (as they. ehink) at à Prime an Fdnda 
mental Point; p. 10, 141,45. Their pious Reſolution 
that the Holy Scriptures ſhall be their conſtant anq 
only Guide in ſpeaking of this great Subject; as be 
ing fond of ſaying neither leſs nor more than what 
- they find written there: p. 18, Such things as theſe 
together with that Vein of Seriouſneſs Which run 
through their whole Book, have (I find), gain'd it 
Reputation, not only amongſt the Friends of the 
Poctrine they defend, but even (in ſpite of Preju 
dice itſelf) amongſt its very Adverſaries alſo: And 
T once thought, muſt have diſpoſed any one, had h. 
ever ſo much diſliked the Cauſe, to have treated 
the Authors at leaſt, with Reſpe& and Decency. i 

How little did I imagine, that a Proteſtant Diflenii 
ter, nay a'Diflenting Miniſter, and one that had 


8 . 3k " Art. f 2% i 
bbtain'd# good Report amongſt his Brethren, could 


of rhe Spftir' of the Goſpel too, (which we ought ra 
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exemplity, as well as preach) as, without any Prove : 
cation (fave. what the moſt furious Bigot in th 


World — 25 plead) to attack his aged Brethren with 
ſuch Contempt and Bitterneſs ! Miniſters not on 

of 'the ſame Denomination, but whoſe Piety, Wiſdon 
"I 414.44 5, ' ; | 2 and 
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and Learning, had, ſo juſtly, ſer 1020 
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ou can. ftoop, and all for a, colourable Pretencę to 
aſperſe them. You torture their Exp 


. cal} in your mind, what poſſible Senſe their Words 
ank! Phraſes, taken by themſelves, may: bear : and 
then (ſuch is your ſingular Candour and Ingenuity.) 
vou generally fix upon thoſe Acceptations, not which 
care moſt charitable and genuine, but that may beſt 
ſerre the Purpoſes of Calumny and Reproach. And. 
s one really conſcious; that the Conſequences you 


hat they, write, you ſeem (for the moſt part) 95 
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Aeneon: l zi a M Li 
But, my Reverend Brethren and Fathers, be not 
diſmay'd by reaſon of this great Multitude, or their 
EReproaches. How bleſſed are you, when Men do 
revile and perſecute you, and ſay all manner of Evil 
gainſt you falſely, in the Matters of your Lord and 
your God! So perſecuted they the Prophets, which 
were before you. Need ſuch a one as I bid you 
do rejoice, and to be exceeding glad ? Your dear Re- 
deemer himſelf has done it already. Great is your 
Flint - es. 7 — 
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of a myſtericus Fire can believe nit only without and be- 


is mad and frantick. And then, that none might 
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Reward in Heaven. Men may traduce your Pe 
ſons, and ſtain your Characters a while; but he who 
is God over all, bleſſed for evermore, will doubtleſs 
convince them, that he honours thoſe who honour 
him, whilſt they that deſpiſe him ſhall be lightly 


* 14 


ſeſteemed. But to return: 11 
| You are pleaſed, Sir, to inform the World, you 
are not perſonally known to above five or fix Mi 
niſters in and about Londen. Tis pity; but labout 
to be content. Brighter Men than either you or, 
have ſometimes lived in as great Obſcurity. Your 
Work however, tho not your Perſon; is long befote 
this time known unto moſt of them. The ex- 
traordinary Remarks T am now examining, will (you 
need not fear) ſufficiently ſpread your Fame. Tho 
here, I can't but add by the way, had your Acquain- 
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tance with Men been larger, and you been ſo happy 


as to have known theſe Gentlemen, it might poſſibly Wy - 


have taught you a little more Decorum, and have 
prevented ſome wanton Sallies of indecent Wit and 


aillery. Re = FUL 

Die Virulency of the Remarker*s Title-Page.. : 
The very Title of your Bock is wrote with a Pen 
dipt in Poiſon. Here your Reverend: Brethren are, 
by the plaineſt Innuendo, ſtigmatized as a Company 
of Enthuſiaſts. And leſt the courteous Reader, in 
tenderneſs to yourſelf, as well as to thoſe Gentlemen, 
ſhould have ſoften'd the Harſhneſs of this Character 
by a more candid Interpretation, you tell him in the 
Body of your Book, That an Enthufiaſt, with you, b 


| 
| 
N f 
| 
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is owe that attributes his Kncwtedge to a Divine Inpulſe, $$ 


zend, but even contrary to all rational Evidence what- 
ver; p. 15. i. e. in other words, one that in reality 


=" Ia 


fail to apply all this to your Brethren in particular, 
you in much kindneſs inſcribe their Names in the | 
Body of the Picture; crying out, (tho with what In- 

: 22 3 cc K . 
tegrity let others judge) I wiſh, Gentlemen, you 
had not treated this Subject in ſuch a manner, as 
* to give the World occaſion to ſuſpect, that you 
“ come at the Knowledge and Certainty. you 
pretend to, only in the Enthuſiaſtick Way: 
F "This ſurprizing Account of what I thought before 
a ſober and a rational Defence of the Bleſſed Tri- 
nity, made me at firſt to reflect upon my own Dul- 
ww 4 and almoſt to envy your penetrating Eye, that 
could ſee ſo much of what I, poor ſtupid Creature, 
ſaw nothing at all. This determin'd me to-give their 
Treatiſe a ſecond and a third Reading, and that too 
(it poſſible) with greater, Exactneſs and Application: 
And after the moſt diligent Reſearch, I came at 
length to this Concluſion ; Either you Virtuoſo's - 
haue intellectual Glaſſes, ſuch. as can magnify a Mate 
into a Beam, and ſo make thoſe Blemiſhes both, viſi- 
ble and great, which the naked Underſtanding is 
unable to perceive ; or, you yourſelf muſt be heated 
with this myſterious Fire. But, good Sir, is there 
no Medium between Clericiſm and Quakeriſm? Or, 

|. muſt a Man of neceſſity be an Anti-Trinitarian or a 
Neu Prophet? I appeal to your cooler Thoughts: 
== Have your Brethren carried Matters higher than the 
Orthodox have done in all Ages, if indeed ſo high? 
= Muſt the Dead too, for many Generations paſt, as 
well as the Living, be all wounded thro the ſides of 
= theſe Gentlemen, as a Se& of Enthuſiaſts? What 
manner of Spirit are you of! Does it not ſavour of 
the Enthuſiaſtick kind, or worſe ? There are ſome, 
l can aflure you, have been ready to think, that un- 
= leſs your own Imagination had been pretty much 
heated with the Fire you talk of, it had ſcarce been 
poſſible to have broke out into ſuch high-flown 4 
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mer With, upon reading their Perforfmancg: 1 


( 


a v s, to ſte the Queſtion clearly'tated, and Fairly 1 


| 7 fin "myſelf ſomewhat diſappointed?” What, 
di Hfappoft ited of the 30 of your reaſonable Expette- 


. Brel #011 un Fendn Abe 10 are „ ue 
mom Efe to be found Hityour'Boak:/ vn i py 
11 &' #*6 


cmyfelf, 1 nat novds ſay, nothing is mott 
Hathiſeſt, am: that! the! Strength of your Perſuaſion, 


or rather“ of your Prejudice, frequently tranſports 


o Beyoud' all, rational oljective Edidine. The ma- 
7 dere Air, with Which you cenſure the received 

are; Without one ſingle, much leſs ſolid Argu- 
ment to contre 1 it, oy pals for & . e n 
o' this kitid. 

1 Sikettnierits of the Reformed Churches: con- 
cerniug the Bleſſed Trinity are to you, what upon 
* a fair Enquiry ' mwuft in all Probability be found 
* to be extremely doubtful at leaſt, if not utterly 
ee repngnunt, not only to the Nature and Reaſon of 
# 'Things, but to the plain repeated Declarations of 
% God in the Chriſtian Revelation: p. 4, . Re-. 
ally, Sir, ſuch Flights of Afurfnce as this, are e- 
notgh to tempt a a Man, whilſt he views your Picture 
of an Enthuſiaſt, to pitch upon the Limner [I mean, 


120 dear ſelf J for the Original. 12 "4 nw 
i The Remarker” s Complaint of Dieſes vg 


Arte . groundleſy aud. ill-natured..... ..  , 5 


le fled the Brand' of Ethiifi im uy on your 
Brechen, in the Frontiſpiece, you begin your Let- 
ter with a heavy Complaint K Diſappt Wenn 


cc thoutir (fay you) te leaſt that could be renſonkDiy B 


333 


expected from ſuch a Combination of able Pens, 1 


ov 


cc 


| atgued, the moſt material Objectibns obviated, and 
* the Whole ſet in a diſtin and proper Light. But 
having now conſidered and examined What . 

have offered upon this Head, with all the Apph- 
* Catlen and ExaRtneſs I am capable öf, I muſt own 
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tions! Ando u⁰t you needs publickly: own it too? 
VN afrnirhers is more of Inch — thaw Neceſ- 
ſuy in ſuchlan ill: natured Gonfeſſion. But pray, Sir, 
if this be the leaſt, what is the moſt that a Man of 
your Reaſon could expect? Did ydu hope to have 
een the Queſtion: more than clearly ſtated, or more 
than fairly. argued ? to have ſeen the moſt-4rifling, 
as well as the moſt material Objections obviated 2; and 
to have had the whole ſet in more than a diſtinct and 
proper Light? What pity. is it, that the World is 
not apprized of the utmoſt, as well as the leaſt of 
your modeſt Expectations, that even thoſe may be 
anſwered, if poſſible, by ſuch who hereafter write 
in this Controverſy; and we may hear no more of 
ſuch peeviſh Complaintte . 
The: ſerious and plain Chriſtian, to whom your Bre- 
thren appeal, nid for whoſe' ſale uuly this Book (as you 
yourſelf obſerve, p. 4.) was written; will, I'm per- 
fuaded, find no juſt Cauſe: to complain, either of 
Obſcurity in the Stating, or of Sophiſtry in the Proof 
of. that important Point. The moſt material Ob- 
jections againſt the Trinity, in ſome Mens Opinion, 
are thoſe metaphyſical Niceties; | with ; which the 
Schoolmen have perplexed and darkned this Subject. 
But whether a proper Reply unto. ſuch kind of Ob- 
jections, would have been much for the Ediſfication 
of the plain Chriſtian, is greatly to be doubted, 
Have they not acted a much fairer, as well as a wiſer 
Part, in leaving every Opponent to chaſe out his 
= own Objections, ſuch as to him ſhall ſeem moſt ma- 
terial, and to ſet them in the ſtrongeſt Light he can? 
lt is enough that your Brethren profeſs themſelves 
= teady, earneſtly to contend for the Truth, they have aſſerted, 
=_ againſt all Oppoſers; p. 18. 0 g 


Sincerity and Truth (and not Sincerity within p Truth) * 
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the genuine Baſis ＋ Chriſtianitꝛ/x. 
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l Your next Complaint is about Principles and Con- 
| cluitons, as alſo about the mighty Weight thoſe / 
0 1 Gentlemen - 


P ; * 


ä —̃ = 
1 9 — 
a 4 . +. * 
#5 # 3 
ve r rn „ LI. 
$54 CURE TR ed - 
— 


— as © 


wit. 


* = 
4 — — 1 
r 2 * „* K nn 
J 3 1 <<. * 8 
of * 1 wow „ n * » \ 4 
_ 5 bo — 
k \ 


merge — 
FP OO — — — 2 
£ + 1 —— 
* 


3 
NT Re 


} „ 
I. 4 
1 
. = 
14 1 e 
E 


% 
of 
* 
» 
* 
3 
aA 
: 
4 
Tl 
t 
VB 
9 
5 
* 
BY 
l Ly 
1 
.* 
44 
N 
by] 
1 
al 
p 
* 


* "$8 IN ns Cas pa a l * 
1 N 2 n * +, 7 25 11-988 x "409 * 8 9 * Re 4 4s ah * 
x 8 5 WHEN | we) SFM 2 7 5 * q 
* 8 N 1 N A e N 5 8 
0 R 2 . . 3 9 Gd. * 3 + y Gar 3 - 2 — 
: c + 75 : 1 ; 1 
ths - 2's [ | 
U yi >, MW - $ 5 
£0 a ; p , x 
+ f 


—A 


Gentlemen have laid upon them. Such, 1 find, FR 


either the Capacity or the Narrowneſs, ſuch the Pe- 


netration or the _ .of your Underſtanding, 


ce that you cannot 
e cerning the Truth of ſome general Principles they 


it ſeems) at all ſatisfy it con- 


cc have laid down; or of the Concluſions they have 
* drawn from them.” And would the Reader but 
lay aſide his Reaſon, and believe your bare Say-ſo, 


he 


might eaſily perſuade himſelf that theſe unhappy 


Gentlemen © have laid the great Streſs of Chriſtia- 


& nity, the Peace of Mens Conſciences, and the 
Salvation of Souls, upon a mere precarious Foun- 
dation. N | 


No doubt but you are the People, and Wiſdom ſhall 


die with you. But others have Underſtanding as well as 
you, and are not inferior to you; as Job anſwered his 
captious and cenſorious Brethren. Good Sir, what 
is the Foundation upon which theſe Gentlemen 
would lay the great Streſs you talk of? Is it not 
Sincerity and Truth? If Sincerity, without Truth, 
be itſelf ſufficient to ſupport ſuch a Weight; might 
not a Man upon this Principle renounce Chriſtianity, 


and worſhip the Hoſts of Heaven, if not the Devil 


too, and yet have a rational Confidence towards God, 


had he but the good luck to be ſincere in this his 


Renunciation and Worſhip? Might he not be a 
blaſphemous Jeu, a deluded Mahometan, a blind In- 


fidel, or what you pleaſe ? nay, might he not be 


without the Knowledge of the true' God in the 


World, and yet not without Hope, if he be bur Il 


what he is, in the Integrity of his Heart > Though 
theſe be ſome of the natural Conſequences of that 
dangerous Principle, yet © you (it ſeems) for your 


cc 
cc 

cc 
cc 

* 


part do even long for that time, which you hope 


is not far off, when Sincerity on the one hand, 
and the abſolute Neceſſity of being actually in the 
right on the other, ſhall remain as the only diſtin- 


guifhing Principles of Papiſts and Proteſtants :* 


i. e. 
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5: e. i apposes you not only viſt Ga FUR think you 
ſee the Daum of ſuch a glorious Day, when none but 

2 Papiſt ſhall maintain, That there is any one Truth in 
the "Eto: Goſpel indiſpenfibly neceſſary by the Cove- 
nant of Grace, to be believed in order to Salvation 3 
a Time that would —_y us back into the ward Dreg 
of Paganiſm ! wh 8 | 


The Remarker? s Charge RF) his Brethren, as 1 * 5 
Aamned all who will not come into their Sthemte, Falſe, : 
| if not malicious. 


The damnatory Sentence 3 you pretend, they 
Wpaſs upon every one that differs fror them, is ano- 
her Grievance you complain of. 'You tell your Bre- 
Fo thren. © 'That they have pinn'd down Chriſtians, 
by © under the Penalty of eternal Damnation, Cc. to 
the Belief of: their Doctrine 5.4. That they 
damn all that will not come into their Scheme, or 
join with them in the ſame Jingle of unintelligible 
Sounds; p. 41. Now this is ſuch a wilful In- 
jury to the — and Character of thoſe: worthy 
Gentlemen, that (if I might reprove you in your 
own words) 7 ſtand amazed, and bluſh for you, that 
you are not aſhamed of it yourſelf ; ; p. 36. Nothing was 
farther from their 'Thoughts, than to fit as Judges 
upon others, and to fix their eternal States. Their 
nnoCency as to this Charge, had it been wrote with 
x Sun-Beam, could not have well been clearer, unto 
iny that have . read the tenth Page of their Intro- 
luction; where we have theſe words: If he [my 
zealous Friend] ſhould paſs, a Sentence of Condemna- 
3 tion upon me, I ſhall have reaſon to conclude he 
7 F* has tranſgreſſed the Bounds of his Commiſſion; 
£ * ſince nothing i is more certain, than that every Man's 
Judgment i is from the Lord, and to his own Maſter he 
© muſt ſtand. or fall. And how far, and in what Caſes, 
" 4 the infinite Mercy of God may interpoſe, and pre- 
vent thoſe pernicious Effects, which ſuch an Error 
* C e qeferves; 
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t fdeſeryes, and would naturally produce, if left unt 
«-;tſelf;' are Secrets only know n to God, the Judge 
c of all, who is the wife and ſovereign Diſpoſer d 


4 


c his own Grace. e | 
Oh, Sir, ought ſuch a Paragraph as this to have 
been induſtriouſly concealed from the Reader? |; 
this to be as tender as poſſible of charging them with an 
thing, of which they. are not plainly guilty? © It even: 
(to borrow another Reproof from your own Pen 
you intend more upon any future Occaſion to holꝗ 
ce up your head amongſt Proteſtants in defence 
e Fincerity, you ougkt publickly 'to-irecant ; and roiﬀ<< 
beg pardon of God, of the World, and of thoſ 
Gentlemen, for this ſcandalous part of your Per 
-* Sormadce'3 psi n 3601 e 
All that you can fairly charge upon your Brethren 


, 5 7 
"a 
3 
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I take to be only theſe two things: (1.) They hold 
that according to the Goſpell Covenant there ar- 
Some Truths neceſſary to be beliered in order to Sali 
vation. And are they ſingular herein? Don't yo 
yourſelf at other times in effect aſſert the ſame thing 
As when you ſay, you depend) upon the effectua << 
Aid and Aſſiſtance of the Holy Spirit to lead yo 
“ into all neceſſary Truth, p.43. And to the ſam 
purpoſe, p. 13. And indeed to ſay otherwiſe, is it 
not to make the Prophet to ſpeak» wichedly fox God, ani 
20 talk deceitfully for the. Moſt Hight?: when he repre L 
ſents the Holy-One of Hrael, as ſaying, My. Prop 
1 are deſtroy d for lack of Knewledge i: becauſe thou haſt re 
bk Jetted Knowledge, 1 will alſo reject thee, that thou ſhalt: v8 


ER 
AT 
Py 


no Prieſt to me. Hoſ. iv. 6. And is it not to treat oui 
Bleſſed Redeemer himſelf as an Impoſtor, for telling 
his Diſciples, He that believeth not the Son, ſhall not fet A 

Life; but the Wrath of God abideth on him? John iii. 36 

(2.) They hold alſo, that thoſe who believe anyf 
Doctrine to be both true and neceſſary, may be alwi 

0 tell others what they do believe of the Truth and Inpor- 
Aance of ite p. 9. Aud therefore being, upon an im- 
. 5 partial 


| 
N 
| 
| 
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„ 
II. 
partial Inquiry, verily perſuaded, that the proper, 
3odhead of our Saviour is of that Rank and Num- 
er, they think they have a Right themſelves, to ex- 
preſs their compaſſionate Senſe of the oppoſite Error. 
So that not the Jeaſt, as you would inſinuate, But 
he moſt which, they contend. for, is this; They, who 
deny the Lord that bought them, have not (as they can 
find) any Right by the Goſpel-Standard unte the Co- 
wenant-Mercies there. . But (as has been obſerved), 
* how far and in what. Caſes the infinite Mercy of 
© God may interpoſe, Cc. are (with them) Secrets 
Era * 5 


4 £ 7 


© only known to God, the Judge of all. 
After theſe. more general Reflections (which ſerve 
for an Introduction) you at length deſcend unto Par- 
iculars. 5 oo - 


The Remarker*s Criticiſm upen their Title-Page fort d 
oo 1 A pen 
And firſt you try your skill in Criticiſm upon 
heir Title- Page. By the Doctrine of the Bleſſed 
* Trinity ſtated and defended, you ſhrewdly preſume, 
** they mean only their own Judgment or Opinion ſtated 
** and defended, concerning the Senſe of Scripture, as 
eit relates unto the Doctrine of the Trinity, @c.” 
What a ſuper- critical Remark is here! If the 
Doctrine of the Bleſſed Trinity, without the Epi- 
het of | Scripture] be a Title too aſſuming for your 
rethren, I do but think how unmercifully you 
ould have rally'd theſe unhappy Gentlemen, had 
hey preſumed to have copy'd after a certain Doctor, 
ud intitled their Treatiſe, The Scripture-Doctrine, &c? 
= Here, was a Man diſpoſed to turn Pedlar, and to 
= commence Critick of ſmall Wares, how eaſily might 
he pelt the Champion of your Cauſe with the well- 
WT turn'd Periods of this flowing Paragraph, and with 
a better Grace ſay, © By the Scripture-Doftrine of 
= he Trinity, &c. I preſume, Doctor, you mean 
JJ;ͤ œ Ras only 
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al 
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Ihe next thing that incurs your Cenſure, is their 
peculiar Way of Writing, which (it ſeems) is 
-_ Poſitive and dogmatical, as if they were as cer- 
+ fain of what they are contending for, as they are 
that the Sun is up at Noon-Day : p 6.” Was this 
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te ny your Judgment or Opinion coticerning the 


* Senſe” of Scripture, as it relates to the Doctrine 
«of the Trinfty? And then add with you, 


« Thave, as I imagine, ſufficient reaſon to take this 


« for granted; fince it is certain, that as a Pro- 
ce teſtant, or even as a fallible Creature, you can 
mean nothing elſe by it. But whether you mean 
« ſo or no, I think it will be the more neceſſa- 
ce ry to diſtinguiſh betwixt your Opinion or Senſe 
“ of Scripture, and Scripture itſelf; becauſe other- 
é wiſe, as you have _—_— the matter, I fear, 
* Doctor, that not a few of your too eaſy and be- 
e lieving Readers might be in great danger of miſta- 
*© king the one for the other, and of ſubſtituting, 
ce without more ado, your Judgment or Senſe offi 
* Scripture in the place or ſtead of Scripture itſelf.” i 

But, Sir, why is your Eye evil towards vour Bre- 
thren ? . How ſmall a Grain of that Charity, which 
covers a Multitude of Faults, would have been fuf- 
ficient to have hid ſo ſmall a Blemiſh, had it indeed 
been one! Are not you a Proteſtant? Are not you a 
fallible Creature, as well as they? And yet the Title 
of your Pamphlet lies open to the very ſame Re- 
flection. But ſhould any one tell you, that by the 
Nature and Conſequences Enthuſiaſim conſidered, &c. 
I preſume, Sir, you mean only your own Judgment 
or Opinion concerning them; and then with the il 
like goodly Harangue, rebuke your Arrogance; 
would you not even ſmile at his Padantey? & | 

The Remarker's Reflections upon their Way of Wi- 4 | 

| ing, as pofitive and dogmatical, diſproved and re- 
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Reflection true, yet methinks it ſounds: very odly, 
as it comes from your Mouth; and brought to my 
Mind the Words of our Bleſſed Saviour, Vin behold- 
eft thou the Mote that is in thy Brother's Eye, but con- 
| fidereſt not the Beam that is in thine (wn Eye? &c. For 
whatever their Way of Writing may be in itſelf, 
ſure (thought I) *rwill paſs for modeſt upon the 
Conparifen,::. 5c 455 458 £3 £8 - 
But to wave this; let me ask you, Is there a low- 
er Degree of Certainty, than what you.upbraid em 
with? or is there not? If not, none more poſitive 
and dogmatical than yourſelf; who in pretending to 
any Certainty (as you do in this very Paragraph, as 
well as other Places) muſt claim a Certainty equal to 
| what you charge upon your Brethren ; and therefore 


chou art inexcuſable, O Man, whoſoever thou art that 


judgeſt; for wherein thou judgeſt another, thou con- 
= demneſt thyſelf: for thou that judgeſt doſt the ſame 
- thing. But if there be a lower Degree of Certainty, 
how does it appear that thoſe Gentlemen aſſume to 
themſelves that higher Degree any more than you? 
All they mean by being certain (as far as I can learn) 
1s only this, they are well perſuaded in their own 
Minds, they find no reaſon to be doubtful, Cc. 
It is with another kind of Aſſurance, or (to uſe your 
own Phraſe) immoveable Confidence, you yourſelf can 
ralk, when you take upon you to condemn their 
Doctrine. You ſpeak of it as utterly repugnant, not 
onh to the Nature and Reaſon of Things, but to the plain 
= repeated Declarations of God in the Chriſtian Revelation, 


= 7.4. as an implicit contradictory Propofition, which it is 


Wy 7:poſſ:ble for them to prove to be true, p. 42. and 
ſo p. 32. — ey on | 

But not only what your Brethren have done, but e- 
ven what (as you pretend) they have not done, is be- 
come a Part of your Accuſation. The unthinking 
| Reader is made to believe, © 'They have not once 

 ſuppos'd or allow'd, that they may ſh ore 
| b | taken 
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C taken in this Caſe; and therefore that it would not 
< be ſafe for the ſerious plain Chriſtian abſolutely to 
* depend upon them: p. 6. And you hereupon ex- 


poſtulate with thoſe Gentlemen, ſaying Certainly 
& ſuch an Acknowledgement, at leaſt once for all, 


ee had been but open and ingenuous in thoſe, who 


< did not pretend to be infallible.“ Why, ſure, 


Sir, ſuch as don't pretend to be infallible, do more than 
fuppoſe all this. But perhaps your Brethren ſhould 
have ſaid, that they even ſuſpected the Truth of 
their own: Doctrine, and therefore muſt deſire the 
Reader to be cautious how he believes it: For as to 
the Poſſibility of their being miſtaken, this they plain- 
y allow, nay openly profeſs ; whilſt they ſo expreſsly 
declare, That they are far from pretending to an 
« infalhble Judgment about Goſpel- Truth and Er- 


© ror; p. 5. And add in the ſame Page, If none 
© muſt take upon them to inſtruct, Cc. others, 


* but thoſe that are themſelves infallible, the Mini- 
ce ſterial Office falls to the ground, G. One would 
think, that with any but yourſelf, this alone might 

aſs as a very frank Acknowledgement, that it 
would not be ſaſe for any abſolutely to depend upon 
them. But your Brethren not contented to do it 
once for all, have ſcattered ſuch Conceſſions as theſe 
throughout their whole Book. It is (in p. 43.) laid 
__ down as a Principle with them, That every Chri- 
* ſtian ought to judge for himſelf, and to take the 
Holy Scriptures as the ſole Ground of his Faith 
and Hope: and that all are obliged to ſtudy and to 
© converſe with them, to guide their Conſciences by 
them, and not by the Authority or Dictates of a- 
ny mere Men, or Body of Men.“ There are o- 
ther Places to the ſame purpoſe. Be pleaſed to re- 
view p. 14, 18, 127. of their Book, and ſee whether 
ſuch Paſſages are to be found there or not: If 
they be, then I beſeech you, Sir; nay, (to uſe your 
own Words) I conjure you, © as you are a Miniſter 
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ce of the Goſpel, in the Name of our great Lord 
< and Maſter, and as you expect to be judged” by 
him, let the World know, by what Authority you 
< take upon you”* thus to traduce your Brethren, 
and abuſe your Reader. ee NS een 


* * 


The Remarber 5 Attempt, to fix a Claim of Infalh- 
bility upon his Brethren, weak and diſingenuous. 
What hath hitherto paſs'd, is only a Prelude to 
the main Action; Iam come at length to your grand 
Charge. And here you tell your Brethren,  ** That 


Remarks upon, is, that they ſeem to you directly 
* to claim Infallibility in Matters of Faith, only 
© have ſoftened it a little by giving it another Name; 
cc Ml. hen dit en nar EN ofa nas 
* P. 6, 7.” And in p. 9. you add, I can't ſee you 
Lare inclined to yield an Inch to his Holineſs, but 
8 © that in whatever you think fit to declare as a 
neceſſary Article of Faith, or neceſſary to Salva- 
tion, you are as infallible as the Pope himſelf. “ 
A black Indictment indeed! and what requires 
more than a ſlight Proof to make it good. The Wit- 
neſſes, it is to be hoped, are both poſitive and ſub- 
ſtantial, upon whoſe Teſtimony you have preſumed 
to fix this Mark of the Beaſt, that Man of Sin, that 
Son of Perdition, upon your Brethren ; and this too 
in the face of the World. It is to be hoped alſo, 
that in the Examination of 'theſe Witneſſes, you will 
appear to have acted with the Candour of a Gentle 
= man, with the Sincerity of a Chriſtian, and the Soli- 
diy of a Divine; ſuitable to that excellent Spirit, 
and Strength of Judgment, which animatèe every 
Page of the Introduction, from whence you have 
drawn this Accuſation. To be fair and faithful in 
repreſenting their Judgment, is but a reaſonable Ex- 
pectation ; for (as your Brethren expreſs it). *-rhoſe 
4 that place the Whole of their Religion in Sincerity, 
and expect that this Virtue ſhould make up all 
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« what you would take notice of, and make ſome 
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tt Neficiencies in Knowledge and Flith; had need to 


ce avoid every thing, that may either draw them a- 
< way from it, or deprive them of that Comfort 
te they may receive from the Evidences of it: be- 
© cauſe (as they further obſerve) if this alſo ſhould 
ce fail them, it behoves them to conſider what they 
© will have left to ſupport either their Reputation 
ce with Men, or the Peace of their own Conſciences 
© jn the Sight of Gd. LH 

And yet, alas! the.utmoſt;Proof after all that you 


are able to produce, is only one ſingle Sentence, in 


which an infallibility of Judgment is ſo far from be- 


ing directly claimed (as you: pretend) that it is ex- 


preſly diſclaimed, and that in as ſtrong Terms as can 
well be invented. There, is not, I may be bold to 


ſay, a Syllable to ſupport the Charge, but what by 


a critical Inquiſition is extorted from it, contrary to 
the obvious as well as the genuine Senſe of the Au- 
thor. The whole Paſſage is this: We are far from 
< pretending to an infallible Judgment about Goſpel- 


.© 'Truth and Error. But we take it to be an agreed 


Point with Pr oteſtants; That there may be Cer- 


© rainty where there is not Infallibility; and none 


can deny this, unleſs they will venture to aſſert, 
that we can in no caſe know we are in the Right, 
but by being aſſured it is impoſſible for us in any 
< caſe to be in the Wrong: And if none mult take 


2 upon them to inſtruct, admoniſh- and reprove o- 
thers, that they think are departing from the 


2 Fruth, but thoſe that are themſelves, infallible, 
6, the Miniſterial Office falls to the ground, and even 
a All private Chriſtian Advice falls with it. And 
yet this, we believe, would be to carry the Mat- 


< ter farther than thoſe that raiſe ſuch Objections 


* ever intended.” 


| De 
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2 perverted a Paragraph Cuſt mentioned) vindicated, | 

and the Author's Senſe and Reaſoniiig therein cleared. 

This, you think, muſt be allowed to paſs for a 
J © CL i — h . 3 

© very peculiar and remarkable Piece of Reaſoning, * 


+ 5 
FA by 
———— —„ 


" — 
— hd, 
— 


1 * * 


But whether ſo peculiar and remarkable as yeur A- 4 
nimadverſions upon it, let the Impattial judge. Such 9 
Reaſoning, perhaps, when reſcued out of the hands ö 
of Violence, and ſer in a juſt and proper Light, may % 
be found too nervous and concluſive for the moſt 5 


iron- jw d Mathematician to tear in pieces. Tho 
had it been indeed fallacious, the Conſequenees 
are not ſo dangerous, but a Brother might have 
paſſed it by in ſilence, eſpecially ſince the Paragraph 
itſelf is more than a ſufficient Preſervative againſt 
ſuch Danger. At leaſt it might have been expected, 
chat one who makes the abſolute Neceſſity of being 
actually in the Right the diſtinguiſhing Mark of a 
Papiſt, would have treated ſuch an Inſtance of Fal- 
libility with more Tenderneſs; and not have ex- 
hauſted in a manner his Fund of Virulency, Wit and 
Drollery, in expoſing the Miſtake to Ridicule and 
Contempt. But ſomething, I ſuppoſe, was thought 
neceffary to be ſaid, to blacken the Introduction, and 
ſo to prejudice the Reader againſt that Part, which 
was principally deſigned to remove his Prejudices; 
P. 14. of the Introduction Rs 
However, I doubt not but to make it evident, 
that what you have ſaid upon this Head is no better 
than a piece of fine-ſpun Sophiſtry, or a mere Jingle 
of Words about Certainty and Infallibility. Only 
before I examine your Remarks upon that Paſlage; 
give me leave firſt to explain what I take to be the 
genuine Senſe of it. 1 . 
Jour Brethren there claim it as their Right, nay 
declare it to be their Duty, © to inſtruct, admoniſh 
5 and reprove thofè that they think are depart- 
ing from the Faith.” Now, leſt any ſhould 
maliciouſly repreſent 8 a ſort of aſſuming to 
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themſelves an Infallibility in ſuch Matters, they take 

| to renounce all the leaſt Pretences 
thereunto : We are nt wn pretending to an infallible 
Judgment about Geſpel-Truth and Error. But then 
they obſerve withal, That if none muſt take upon 
ce them 10 perform ſuch Duties, but thoſe that are 
ve themſelves infallible; the Miniſterial Office falls to 
© the ground, and all private Chriſtian Advice falls 


„ with it.” They reckon that a bare Certainty of 


Knowledge or of Faith (as they call it, p. 8.) with- 
out Infallibility, is enough to warrant their Admoni- 
tions; even ſuch: a Degree of Certainty, as an Ac- 
quaintance with the Bible, and a due Regard to the juſt 
and neceſſary Rules of Interpretation, are ſufficient to 
convey 5 p.39- EE: 8 2 
But leſt any ſhould captiouſly reply, That a ratio- 
nal Certainty ever ſuppoſes an Infallibility as the 
Foundation of it; and therefore that by pretending 
even unto Certainty, an Infallibility in effect is 
claimed by them: To obviate this Objection, your 
Brethren declare, They take it to be an agreed 
* Point with Proteſtants, that there may be Cer- 
< tainty where there is not Infallibility :** i. e. Fhat 
a Perſon may be certain he has determined right, 
without ſuppoſing it impoſſible for him to have de- 
termined wrong. And none (ſay they) can deny 


_ © this [wviz. that there — be Certainty where there 


is not Infallibility] “ unleſs they will venture to aſ- 
ſert, that we can in no caſe [i. e. in none of our 
Determinations, for inſtance, about Goſpel- Truth 
and Error] know we are in the right, but by be- 
ing aſſured, it is impoſſible for us in any caſe [5. e. 
in any of dur Determinarions about them] © to be in 
the wrong.. | J 175 
This their Reaſoning is to me both clear and ſo- 


. 


d, and the Conſequence with which they charge 
2 contrary Suppoſition, as abſurd as it is unavoid- 
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4 © The ; Remarker*s f'f Objection . produced q” where he 
© confounds Evidence with Certainty, and the Degrees 
Evidence with the Kinds thereſf. 


But let us hear your Objectionnns 
I) be firſt thing you have to charge this Paragraph 
with, is a flat Contradiction: Here (ſay you) is 
< Iafallibility claimed and diſclaimed, aſſerted and 
denied. You [Gentlemen] are far from retend- | 
ing to an infallible Judgment about Goſpe|-Truth 
© and Error, and. you pretend to Knowledge or 
< Certainty, which is the higheſt Degree of Evi- 
© dence that human Underſtandings are capable of 3 
and therefore if you are not infallible, ſo far as yaur 
© Knowledge or Certainty goes,, it is impoſſible you 
< ſhould ever be infallible at all. 
The Chain of your Reaſoning, J apprehend to be 
this. Knowledge or Certainty in general is (to uſe 
.your own Phraſe) the higheſt Degree of Evidence 
that human Underſtandings are capable of; ſo that 
theſe Gentlemen, in claiming of any Certainty, do 
claim the higheſt Degree of Evidence. But Infalli- 
bility and Certainty are one and the ſame thing: 
therefore to pretend unto Certainty in any caſe, is 
all one as to pretend unto Infallibility. And conſe- 
quently, ſince theſe Gentlemen are far from pretend- 
ing to an infallible Judgment about Goſpel- Truth 
and Error, and yet do pretend unto Certainty; In- 
fallibility is, in effect, both claimed and diſclaimed, 
aſſerted and denied by t lem. 
Here the Streſs of your Reaſoning plainly depends 
-upon two things, which you, ſeem to lay down as 
Poſtulata; wiz. That nothing is Certainty, but the 
- higheſt Degree of Evidence, Ot. and that Certainty | 
and Infallibility are the ſame thing. But it is, I 
doubt not, clearly demonſtrable, that theſe two grand 
Suppoſitions are two grand Miſtakes ;- and therefore 
that the goodly Fabrick you have built upon them, 


is all chimerical and imaginary. . „ inn 


CF" So YR Se nn 9 1 
* 9 og 1 WE Ee N N es £7 , 


a A V5, * 5 © * % x 8 » N * & ay 
; ; * a 2 IS * p 
? 7 q 5 : 


Pe - 5 9 d F. "Sf * 2 
NR * e y ts + Shards. ear dr 
> » 4 - * 
0 x . Yar 
q 23 5 m” x 

x „ 2 

& 1 : bl 
{ 1 : 

1 * * 1 

» 


* 


„To þegin with your firſt Suppolition, That no- 
thing is Certainty but the higheſt Degree of Evi- 
dencè that human Underſtandings are capable of, 

And here I will not diſpute with you, whether 
Knowledge or Certainty be ſo properly the Evidence 
itſelf, as the Effect of ſuch Evidence; yet the Learn- 
ac diſtinguiſh betwixt them, and you yourſelf do 
| Iometimes make the Evidence of à Truth to beinot 
bur very Certainty, but the Ground and Cauſe of it. 
i ke nus (ſay you): this intuitive and demonſtrative 
Evidence is the ſole Fundation of Knowledge or 
L '* Certainty ;?” p. 11. Perhaps you might depend 
upon the Candour of your Brethren to ſupply a {mall 
ne” Omiſſion, by prefixing themſelves ſome reſtrictive E- 
pithet, and that they would underſtand you of a 
f ſubjective Evidence only. But then, ſhould you not 

be ready to ſhew the like Civility, according to the 

Golden Rule; Mat. vii. 12. and ſo have 'underſtool 
them likewiſe of a moral Certainty, the very Cer- 

tainty they are there ſpeaking of ?- #5: 79077 

Neither ſhall I contend, whether Knowledge or 

Certainty (according to your own Explication f the 

Terms) ſhould not have been rather ſtiled the higheſt 

Kind, than Degree of Evidence: and yet a demon- 

ſtrative Evidence (which is doubtleſs of a lower De- 

| than that which is intuitive) is, yourſelf being 


ge, a ſufficient Foundation for Certainty ;' p. II. 
But perhaps you admit of Degrees in the higheſt 
Degree; or, by the higheſt Degree of Evidence you 
mean not indeed the higheſt' Degree, but the higheſt 
Kind only. HSM Tf peo * 8 
Tho, were a Man ſo diſpoſed, how eaſy would it 
be to bear hard upon your own Expreſſions ;\ which, 
without ſome Grains of Allowance, are as little able 
to ſtand the Teſt of Criticiſm, as your Brethrens? 
ande then gravely to admoniſh'you/in your own words, 
with a little Variation, ſaying, Tho in a looſe and 
popular Way of ſpeakihg Men may confound Evi- 
dence with Certainty, and the. Degrees of Evidence 
ern with 
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wich the Kinds thereof; yet in ſtriẽt Reaſoning and 
Argument, we ought always to diſtinguiſn them, or 
otherwiſe we muſt unavoidably confound the Nature 
a Reior of Things : 7.4. 7 ot UT 


-- The Remarker s firſt graud-Suppoſition, That nothing is 

Certainty but the higheſt Degree of Certainty, ſhewn to 
bie moſt abſurd and ridiculous. | 
But that which I would obſerve, and can't but 
wonder at, is this; That nothing ſhould be Cer- 
tainty with a Man of your Niceneſs, but the higheſt 
Degree of ſubjective Evidence; or, that you ſhould 
allow nothing to be Certainty, but the higheſt De- 
gree of Certainty. An Aſſertion, contrary not only 
to Grammar and Philoſophy, but to the Language of 
the Holy Scriptures, and to your own Ule of the 


p . o 


12 ä PS e 3 Eb 
Word jn ocher parts of your Book. | 


1 # 
Contrary to Grammar. 


This wild Suppoſition (which indeed ſeems to be 
the Cardinal Error, that has miſled you in your whole 
Reaſoning) every School-Boy almoſt hath learnt how 
to confute, If there be no Degrees in Certainty, I 
do but think what an unaccountable Blunder.it muſt 
be in all the Grammarians, who taught us to ſay, 
Certus, Certior, Certiſſimus : for according to your 
Rules of Propfiety, it muſt be as great a Soleciſm in 
Speech, to alert of any thing, that it is more cer- 
tain than another, or moſt certain; as it would be 
to ſay, that a thing is more ſecond, or moſt ſecond, 
For, it ſeems, nothing (at leaſt with your refined 
Taſte) muſt paſs for Certainty, that falls but an 
hair's breadth ſhort of the higheſt Degree of Evi- 
dence, of which the human Underſtanding is capable. 
And have you indeed ſuch a Degree of Evidence 
for every thing, of which you declare yourſelf certain 
in this Pamphlet? If you have, ſure I am, that the 
Capacity of your Underſtanding is none of the lar- 
gelt. But if you han't, is it not a little unfair, not 
rr mas 
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there not be Degrees in Certainty? unleſs your 
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& and | with vou much good of it: be as uncer- 


A metapliyſical Certainty, I grant, ſtands upon the 
higheſt Evidence. A Propoſition thus grounded, will 
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own Confeſſion, p. 6. And yet it is no more a 


| bury is not abſolutely impoſſible. It iseaſy'for the 
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the Itch of Criticiſm about. this Word:. is not upon 
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to fay aſſuming, to write as if you had? | Nay, if 
the Evidence itſelf be of a lower Degree, muſt not 
the Certainty you build upon it, be ſo too? i. e. muſt 


r . 
Certainty here riſes higher than the very Evidence, 


and ſo is of the Enthuſiaſtick Strain. But perhaps it 
is only an uncertain Certainty that you claim in this 
Caſe ; if fo, © you may take it with all my heart, 


44 1 : 9 
"19 2.9 CErain, as you pleate. i 
Contrary to Philoſophy. 


be neceilarily true, and the contrary a flat Contra- 
dion. But, good Sir, is there no Certainty, but 
that wuich is metaphyſical ? To be ſure, that the 
Sun is up at Noon-day is proper Certainty, by Jour 


tradiction, that there ſhould be a Noon-tide Bright- 
neſs in the abſence of the Sun, than to . 
Midnight Darkneſs, when the Sun is preſent; as in 
the Day of Pharaoh's Plagues, and at the Crucifixion 
of our Bleſſed Lord. Indeed according to. the Laws 
of Nature this is altogerher impoſlible, it cannot be; 
and therefore there is only a phyſical Certainty in 
that Caſe, (as they ſtile it) which is proper Certain- 
ty, but in a lower degree; in as much as the con- 


God of Nature to change theſe Laws, and without 
the help of that Heavenly Luminary to create a glo- 
tions Day: witneſs the ſolemn Circumſtances of 
Paul's Converſion. At Mid-day, O King, I ſaw in the 
way'a Light from Heavan, above the Brightneſs of the 
Sun, ſhining round about ine, and them that Jourueyed 
JV 
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Nay, let but the Reader take you at a time when 
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TOY and yourſelf"in he: base tod o peak ad che 
t ef Nin; and he ſhall: find, that you can 
eaſily admit of a Certainty, even leſs than that which 
is phyſical. As in the Paſſage mentioned already: 
© I ſhall not (ſay you) inſiſt upon your Way of 
* Writing, as if you were as certain of what you are 
* contendimg for, ur you are that the Sun is up at 
0 Noon-Day.“ A plain Intimation that there may 
> a Certainty ſhort of this alſo, viz. a moral Cer- 
inty, (as the Logicians call it:) Where it is e- 
* — that the Evidence is ſuch, as will not ſuffer 
us fd ) to doubt; or ſuch as leaves the 
Mind firmly — that the thing is true: tho it 
is far from inclining us to think, that it is impoſſible, 
without a Contradiction or a Miracle, that the thing 


ſhould be ring 


| Contrary to PR. 4 


Ir is with this kind of Certainty that Joſeph's Bre- 
thren do ſpeak, when they cry to one another, Joſeph 
wil certainly 'requite us all the Evil that we did unto 
him, Gen. I. 15. That of the chief Captain alſo is 
of the ſame kind, Acts xxii. 30. On the morrow, becauſe 
he would know the Certainty, whereof Paul was accuſed, he 
looſed him from his Bands. 

So that when you make nothing to be Knowledge 
or Certainty, but the higheſt Degree of ſubjective 
Evidence, you do it in flat contradiction to the Sen- 
timents of the Learned, to Scripture-Stile, nay to 
your own Uſage in this very Pamphlet, and to 


Cuſtom itſelf: 


Quem penes arbitrium eſt, & Jus, & Norma loquendi 


But, after all, had nothing been ſtrictly Know 
ledge or Cercainty, but what Narssphyf ie do call 
the higheſt e or Kind thereof; yet ſince in a 

2 the Terms (as you your 
ſelf — P. 11.) have a lower Signification, 


it is hardly juſt, much leſs ingenuous, to father the 
very 
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very higheſt Degree upon; thefe Gentlemen, without 
their leave; even in a Diſcourſe, which was deſign d 
for the Populace or plain Chriſtian only: unleſs you 
could ſhew, that the Reaſoning of | their Book 
(which I here defy you to do) had rendred ſuch a 


7 
> 5 
P * 


rigid Acceptation neceſſary. 4 24 5 1 
Whereas, alas! this is ſo far from being the real 


Caſe, that rhe- Senſe you arbitrarily*.impoſe upom 


their Words, is contrived. for no other--purpoſe, but 


to repreſent your Brethren as inconſiſtent - and con- 
tradictory; or, to prove that Infallibility is claim'd. 
and diſclaim'd, aſſerted and deny'dby them. | 
But now, ſince in ſtrict Propriety there are De- 
grees of Certainty, how come you to tell the World, 
that by pretending to any Certainty they claim the 
tiigheſt ? or, that the Claim of a lower Degree only 
is inconſiſtent with a Diſclaim of Infallibility, whict 
(with you) is the very higheſt Degree of ſubje&ive 
Evidence? By what Rule of Interpretation, or (to 
ſpeak in your own Diale&) © by what Force of Ma- 
** gick you have drawn this Conſequence, you have 
* not inform'd us, and perhaps tis a Myſtery which 
* you cannot, and therefore in Prudence will not 
explain; or poſſibly it might not conſiſt with your 


© defign'd Brevity, and ſo you have reſerved it for 


* your: next.” So much for your firſt Suppoſition, | 
That nothing is Certainty but the higheſt Degree 


thereof. 


The Remarker”s ſecond grand Suppo ſition, That Certainty 
and lifalibility are the ſame thing, conſidered. 
The other is as wonderful, viz. That Certainty 
and Infallibility are the ſame thing. Your Words are 
theſe : I you [Gentlemen] are wt infallible, ſo far as 
your Knowledge or Certainty goes, it is impoſſible you ſhould 
ever be infallible at all; p.7. And to the fame pur- 
— in the next Page: I think it is evident, that Infal- 
ſbility muſt go as far as Certainty, and that no Man can 
be certain of any thing, of which he is not infaliibly cer- 
EO | tain; 
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in oppoſition to your Brethren, who hold, 1 That 


+. there my. be Certainty, where there ! is not Infal- 


e Ability.“ 
So that no leſs c: can be made of what 1 aſſert than 


this, Lhat Knowledge or Cettainty is Infallibility itz 
ſelf. Whereas I am not without hopes of convincing 
you, they are ſo far from being the very ſame thing, 
that they do not always go together, but are ſome· 
times found ſeparated 1 in created Beings. 'To make 
this appear, it won't be i improper to fix in our Minds; 

by the help of a few Diſtinctions, a clear Idea of 
what i is meant by Certainty and Infallibility. 


The DiftinFion betwixt an Objeftive and a Subjeflive 


Certainty, and betwixt a Rational and an Sue 
reds 1 W agr 
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eihed to Certairty, Itands for à mere Cypher, and 
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objeftive Evidence, which you not only tell them is rhe 
laſt Refuge of ll Bigotry and Enthuſiaſm, but they then. 
ſetves hold as faſt as their ſutegrity, and will not let it 
, p. 10. is downright Slander and Defamation. 


The Thea of an infallible Certainty fix'd ; and an Inquiry 


whether all rational Certainty muſt needs be infallible. .. 
Again, a Subjective Certainty is either fallible or 
infallible. An infallibſe Certainty is ſtctt a Certainty 
as is founded upon an infallible Evidence, — an 
Eridence that cannot deceive, or that is abſolutely 


impoſſible to be falſe. Thus, for inſtance, It is im- 


poſſible for God to lye, It is impoſſible that a Thing 
ſhould be and wot be at one and the ſame time, Cc. 
are Truths of which I am infallibly certain. A fal- 
lible Certainty is ſuch a Certainty as is grounded 
upon an Evidence that will not ſuffer us to doubt; 
and yet tis poſſible notwithſtanding, that the thing 
(withour a Contradiction) may be otherwiſe. Thus 
you are certain that the Sun is up at Noon day, and 
yet it is only with a fallible Certainty: For (as has 


been obſerv'd) there may be a Meridian Light with- 


out the Sun. So, another is morally certain, that 


Lewis XIV. of Fance and Anne of Great Britain are 


dead: He has no doubt in his Mind, has no reaſon, 
no room to be doubtful concerning the Truth of ſuch 
things; tis therefore a rational Certainty: And yet 
without a Contradiction, or a Miracle either, they 
may both be poſſibly alive, may be now ſitting upon 
their "Thrones, and ſwaying their Scepters over their 
nv Realms notwithſtanding.” In theſe and 
fuch-like Inſtances, the Evidence is but fallible, and 
dy conſequence the Certainty that ſands upon it; 
tuft be fallible too. 
And indeed an infallible Certainty (che thing you 
fo much contend for) Wally ſuppoſes” that there is 

Cefttinty thar” is Hor Iiallible; (as great a Jeſt as 
you ſeem to make of itz) unleſs albu, when ap- 
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ſignifies 
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ſignifies juſt nothing. So that let the World judge, 


what reaſon. you, had to be ſo unmercifully ſatirical 
upon your Brethren, only, for ſuppoſing that” rhere 
may be Certainty, where there is not Infallibility 3 
and whether there be any thing of Truth (whatever 
there may be of a Punſter's Wit) in that pretty Jin- 
gle with which you have (I doubt not) tickled 
your own Fancy, and the Ears too of many an un- 
wary Reader; That if it be only a fallible or 
uncertain Certainty that they claim in this Caſe, 
* (7c. they may be as fallibly infallible, or as uncer- 
* tainly certain as they pleaſe :** Or, whether the 


concluding Droll hath N a Divine or a 


Gentleman in it; This is a Privilege (ſay you) 
* which tho it may not perhaps expoſe them to much 
Envy, yet you cannot engage for it, it will not 


* expoſe them to ſome Ridicule. As if, Sir, it was 


ſuch a Mortification to be the Ridicule of the Igno- 


rant: Tho it is to be hoped, there are not many 
ſuch ſolid Orbs of Skull, but what can eaſily ſee 2 


through this thred-bare Sophiſtry. | 
The Difference | betwixt a fallible Certainty, and an 
ie untertain Certainty, ftated. 

For, pray Sir, (to reaſon the Caſe a little with 
you) is there no Diſtinction to be made betwixt a 
falible Certainty, and an uncertain Certainty ? i. e. be- 
twixt a not doubting in our Minds, tho upon an 
Evidence that may poſlibly deceive ; and a doubting 


eren of what we do not doubt? The former, ſure, 


is not quite ſo flat a Contradiction as the latter: The 
one is to be certain, and yet not certain; the other is 
only to be fallible about what we have no reaſon to 


be doubtful, and concerning which we have there- 


fore reaſon to be certain. | 
But it ſeems, to be fallible, and to be uncertain, 

are, as you make them chime, 'Terms of the ſame 

ſignification; and conſequently, to be at the greateſt 


Uncertainty, and to be at the greateſt Fallibility ; 
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or, to be uncertain what one ſhall do, and to be fal- 
Hlüble what one ſhall do; muſt in your critical Ear be 
the ſame thing: tho to others, the Difference be- 
twixt them is as great as betwixt Senſe and Non- 

| ſenſe. "= . : e 5 ; v4 | T3216 
According to your Way of Punning, the groſſeſt 
Blunders and Improprietics of Speech would be 
ſtrictly accurate. Thus, when you tell your®Bre- 
thren, © That as Proteſtants, or even as fallible 
Creatures, they can mean nothing elſe, Oc.“ you 
might (if you had ſo pleaſed) have ſaid, It is infal- 
lible, that as Proteſtants, or even as fallibk Creatures; 
"and it is certain as Proteſtants, or even as uncertain 
Creatures, you muſt mean ſo, or ſo. So that upon 
the whole, you may do well to conſider, whether 
with judicious Perſons _ have expoſed thoſe Gen- 
tlemen, or yourſelt, mo to Ridicule. | Thus, 9 , 
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WMit's an unruly Engine, wildly ſtriking 
Haſt thou the knack ? pamper it not with liking : 
But if thou want it, buy it not £00 dear. 


Herbert. 


As there may be a rational Certainty, where there 
is not an infallible Certainty; ſo it is (T doubt not) 
eaſy to prove, that there may be an infallible Cer- 
tainty, and much more a lower Degree of Certainty, 
without an Infallibility of Judgment : Tho it is (1 
find) with you no better than a Contradiction or 
Abfurdity to ſuppoſe it; for © you cannot, it ſeems, 
t conceive how God himſelf ſhould' make a Man 
more infallible in his Judgment in any Caſe, than 
5. by imparting to him the certain Knowledge 6 
the Thing; it being (you think) impoſſible, that 
the human Underſtanding ſhould be more infalli- 
cc - c - 5 BETS. . ; . .3 
ble than Knowledge or Certainty can render it.” 
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Dye Notion of an infallible Judgment explained.  . 


Not to contend about mere Words, give me leave 
to explain a little what I take to be your Brethrens 
they are far from pretending to ſuch a Nn 
about ring e and EW W. le 


— — — 2 —ͤ—„— 


* By the Judgment here I ſuppoſe them to under- 
ſtand the determining Faculty itſelf, and not any 
particular Determination of this Faculty; or (if you 
will) the very Power that judges, and not any par- 
ticular Judgments that are form'd by this Power. 
And the Judgment is then infalible, when it cannot 
be deceived, or when it is impoſſible for it to deter- 
mine wrong. It matters not, in the Caſe before us, 
whether this Infallibility be natural or acquired; 
whether it ariſes from the intrinſick Perfection of the 
Faculty, which cannot but ſee things as they are, 
and determine accordingly; or from the over-power- 
ing Brightneſs of that objective or extrinſick Evi- 
dence, which is ſure to attend it, and to ſecure it 
againſt Miſtakes in all its Determinations: it matters 
not, whether this Infallibility be abſolute and un- 
limited, ſuch as extends to every thing; or whether 
| it be reſtrain'd unto ſome particular Objects only: 
whether it be a conſtant and an abiding Quality, 
ſuch as is never ſeparated from the Judgment; or 
whether it be occaſional and tranſient, enjoy d at ſome 
certain Seaſons only, and for ſome extraordinary 
Purpoſes. Yet {till ſo far, and ſo long as the Judg- 
ment is infallible, it can't poſſibly, in ſuch Things, 
and for that Time, be deceived. t. 
Whether an infallible Certainty and an infalille Judg- 

we ment are exattly the ſame thing? 
The Notion of an infallible Judgment being ſta- 
ted, it can't, I think, but be obvious to every one, 
that there may be an infallible Certainty, and much 
more a lower Degree of Certainty, where the Judg- 
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ment (or Faculty) itſelf is not infallible. However, 
to make it appear yet plainer, I ſhall prefume To far 
upon the Candour and Patience of the Reader, as to 


 ſhew, That an infallible Certainty, and an infallible 


udgment, are neither exactly the ſame, thing, nor 


| Indeed are they neceſſarily found together in the 
fame Subject; hoping that if I be thought a little 


dry and tedious here, the Blame will be laid at his 
door, whoſe Conduct hath made it neceflary. _ 


o 


Faſt, An infallible Judgment and an . infallible 
Certainty are not the ſame thing: They differ both 
with reſpect to the Judgment and Certainty, which 
are ſaid to be infallible ; and alſo with reſpect to the 


Infallibility aſcribed unto each of them. 


They differ with reſpect unto the re and Cer- 
tainty, which are ſaid to be infallible. 11 
Were qudgment and Certainty ſynonymous Terms, 
then a Man of a weak Judgment, and a Man of 3 
weak Certaimy, would be the ſame thing; a fallible 
Judgment and a falible Certainty would be Phraſes of 
a like Import and Propriety : then an aucertaiv. (or a 


doubtful) Judgment would be as great a,Contradic- 


tion as an uncertain Certainty. Nay, as Iafallihility (with 
you) muſt go as far as our Certaint), ſo Infallibility for 
the ſame reaſon muſt go as far as our Judgments 
alſo: barely to mention which things, is enough to 
expoſe: their Abſurdity. But indeed the Judgment 


is the Power itſelf, conſidered abſtractedly from any 


of its Acts; it is a Capacity to determine, which we 
have antecedent to any of its Determinations, and 
much more to any Reflections of the Mind upon the 
Determinations we have made, and (above all) to 
any indubitable Perſuaſion that ſuch Determinations 


are right. 


. Whereas a Subjectire Certainty does not only in- 
fer a Power to judge, but alſo the Exerciſe of this 
Power; it ſuppoſes a Determination to be made: 
the bare forming of à Judgment is not enough 
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for Certainty, unleſs we do review the Judgment we 
 haye formed, and are firmly perſuaded too, that the 
Judgment we have formed is right: for if there re- 
mains a Doubt upon our Minds, whether the De- 
termination be right or wrong, it is not Certainty, 
but Uncertainty. Now ſince Certainty and Judg- 
ment are ſuch very different things, how can an in- 
fallible Judgment, and an infallible Certainty, be al- 
together the ſame thing? And yet not only an in- 
fallible Judgment and an infallible Certainty, but an 
infallible Judgment and any Certainty, are equipol- 
lent in your Phraſeology: And you (it ſeems) are 
5 ſure (I ſuppoſe, you · mean certain and infallible) 
e that all the natural neceffary Conſequences of ei- 
ther, are exactly the ſame.“ p. 10. 
Again, as Judgment and Certainty do: differ be- 
tween themſelves, ſo alſo with reſpect to the Infalli- 
bility that ĩs attributed to each of them. Our Cer- 
tainty is ſaid to be infallible, becauſe of the Evidence 
propoſed to the Underſtanding, which (in this caſe) 
is ſuch as cannot poſſibly deceibe But our Judgments 0 
are ſtiled infallible with regard to the Power that is N 
to determine about the propoſed Evidence, and be- 
cauſe the Power is ſuch as cannot (in this caſe) poſ- i, 
ſibly be deceived. So that there is as great a Diffe- | 
rence between the Infallibility of the Judgment, and 1 
the Infallibility aſcribed to Certainty, as there is be- = 
tween a ſubjective and an objective Infallibility, or  _ | 
between an infallible Power and an' infallible Evi- 
dence; and as there is betwixt an Infallibility hat 
| 


cannot be deceived, and an Infallibility that cannot 1 
deceive. So that to retort! with ſome little Alterar- ö 
tion another of your pert Reflections, Whether you "nn 
will frankly own it or no, yet you make it under = 
* niably evident, you underſtand but; very lirtle f | 
the true Signification and Propriety of . Iords,;:ibhateuer 
*-:y0x do of the Nature and Reaſon of Things; but l 
ehen whaterer you want in Underſtanding, ou 
d abundantiy make up in Preſuning“ P. 2 14 id 
en: | | | Whether 4 
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© Whether an infallible Certainty and an infallible Tug: 5 
ment are neceſſarily Jound together in the ſame Sub. 
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| Having demonſtrated that an infallible Judgment: / 
| and an infallible Certainty are far from being the 

| | | 
| 

| 


on 


e =. et EI 
Secondly, "That they are not neceſſarily found toge- 
ther in the ſame Subject neither. For there may 
both be an infallible Judgment without an infallible 
Certainty, and an infallible Certainty without an in- 
fallible Judgment. | : > 
Ei \ Firſt, There may be an infallible Judgment with- 
| out any Certainty, and much more without an infal- 
| lible Certainty ; the Judgment (in the caſe before 
us) being nothing but a Power to judge or deter- 
mine: as a Perſon may have the Power, whether it 
be exerciſed or not, ſo this determining Power may 
be infallible, whether it be exerciſed or no. But a 
Perſon cannot be certain, and therefore not infalli- 
bly certain, without a previous Determination of 
this Power, and a Reflection upon ſuch Determina- 
tion: So that the Judgment; or the Power of judg- 0 
ing, may be infallible, and yet the Perſon neither 1 
certain nor uncertain for want of an Exerciſe of that i 
Power, and a Reflection upon the Exerciſe thereof. 
Nay, as it is poſſible in the nature of things to have 
an infallible Judgment, and yet not to be conſcious 
of its Infallibility; fo (for ought I can ſee) it is alſo 
poſſible that a Perſon (for want of ſueh Conſciouſ- 
neſs) may be uncertain, Whether the Determinations 
of this infallible Power be right or wrong 
Again, there may be an infallible Certainty, and 
much more a Certainty of a lower degree, without 
an infallible Judgment. As often as any particular 
demonſtrative Evidence that attends a Mathematical 
Propoſition, is ſo clearlyn diſcerned, as not to ſuffer 
us to doubt of the Lrutir of it, we have an infallible 
Certainty ; yer the Juidginent (ar Faculty) irlel ll 
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"MI this hne may be fallible in its Deterthindtions out 
uch Objects , it may be poſſible for it to deter- 
mine wrong about” them : unleſs it could be proved 
that the hke infallible Evidence ſhall again preſent 
itſelf to the Mind, and that the Mind ſhall attend 
unto it, nay be prepared to admit the Evidence to 
ſuch a . Meer ſecure it againſt a poſſible Mi- 
Rake in its Determinations relating thereunto. For 
upon the Failure of any one, and much more of all 
theſe (which yet may fail us, nötwithſtanding any 
kind of paſt or preſent Certainty about ſuch Objects) 
there may be, after all, an infallible Certainty with- 
out an infallible Judgment. e eee 


The Remarker's ſecond Oljetion produced and examined. 


And ſo much in anſwer to your firſt Obje&iohz 
againft tlie fore- cited Paragraph of your Brethrens 
T:troduffion. The next thing you have to charge it 
with, is a falſe Suppoſition : © Here (ſay you) is a 
general Principle laid down, a Point which all 
* Proteltautz are ſuppoſed to be agreed in, that there 
may be Certainty where there is not Infallibility ; 
© bur this (add you) being to my Underſtanding a 
© plain Contradiction, I fall never believe that all 
Proteſtants are agreed in it, till J have better Au- 


* thority for it. p. 7. e 

Sir, thoſe Gentlemen are not anſwerable for your 
Underſtanding ; nor is the World yet agreed to make 
it the Standard of 'Truth and>Error. What to you 
18 4 plain Contradiction, to another perhaps may be 
as plain 4 Truth: Tis fo in the preſent Caſe: Nay, 

_ fince I havE proved from your own Conceſſions,” that 
there are Degrees in Certainty, and that nothing 
with you is Infallibility but the higheſt Degree; you 
muſt either | allow there may be Certainty Where 
there is not. Infallibility,” or hold à Contradiction 
yourſelf; 2. e. you rift either grant their Principle 
to be true, or maintain both that there are, and 
that there aue not Degrees 1 i 1 a 
* hs M 
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Unt be this as ir will; Is noching an agreed. Point 
with Proteſtants (for thoſe are your Brethrens Words) 
C: but what a P roteſtants are agreed in? If ſo, it is, 

} Fllaffure you, but a coarſe Compliment you have i 


ö beſtowed upon the Proteſtant World, when you tell 


| us, © That the Neceſſity of believing. what appears 
to be not only whclly unintelligible, but contradiftory I ?* 
cc alſo, is ſtill a Principle amongſt Proteſtants;”* p. 15. . 
i. e. it is an agreed Point with Proteſtants, or what . 
all Proteſtants are agreed in. But pray, Sir, who . 
are thoſe Proteſtants, that hold the Neceſſity of be- I 
lieving what appears [even to themſelves] wholly . 
unintelligible and contradictory ? that hold this, as II. 
a Principle too ? Be open and ingenuous (it 1s a 
| piece of Juſtice you, 'owe to the Innocent) that the 
l World may know who are guilty, and who are not. 
E | Do you mean the Church of England in particular, 
becauſe of the firſt of your Thirty-nine Articles? 
Or do you take in alſo Proteſtant Diſſenters of every 


Denomination, who fall in with the ſixth Anſwer of 
the Aſſembly's Catechiſm? Or don't you compre- 
hend too the Reformed Churches abroad, in whoſe 
Confeſſions there is a Harmony with ours, in this 
grand Article of the Chriſtian Faith? Or rather, is 
it not the whole Chriſtian World you would be 
thought to ſtrike at, ſave a few Sociniquſ, Arians, and 
ſome others, you beſt know who, amongſt whom you 


But, Sir, What is the better Authority you would 
have, before you ſhall believe it to be an agreed Point 
with Proteſtants, "That there may be Certainty where 
there is not Infallibility? Did you expect to baye 
ſeen in Epitome a Collection of What the Learned 
amongſt Proteſtants, in every Country and Age, hav 


7 

ſaid in Defence of this Diſtinction Or ſhould t KA | 
have referred you, to a long Liſt of Names, where 
every. Individual had ſubſcribed this Paint? It is 
your part to produce Authorities that vouch the 


contrary, viz. That Certainty and Infall;bility lng 
b E111 als þ 
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he ſame thir 


you or I. 
But to paſs on, you tell us, © The whole World 
is agreed, that there may be Certainty, ſtri& in- 
« fallible Certainty in Matters of Science; but they 
* muſt be very weak Proteſtants, if there be any 


1 
That tee may be Certainty upon an infallible 


Evidence in Marters of Science, I readily grant you. 
But ſince there once were Scepticks i in Philoſophy as 
well as Religion, ſuch as- doubted of every thing, T 
very much queſtion, whether the whole World be a- 
pred in this Point; unleſs you could aſſure me, that 
Rice of Seekers is now extint. 

Tho (by the way) if it be a plain Contradiction 
or any to be certain, but thoſe that are them- 


% & TT w- "> 


othing to your purpoſe) one would think that a 
alible Creature can be certain in nothing; no, not 
1 Matters of Science itſelf: And therefore that you 
mſt either renounce all Certainty in ſuch Matters, 
r pretend to be infallible therein. | 
And yet ſhould you pretend to- the latter, and 
ſo diſclaim Infallibility in this Senſe only, Infalli- 
' bility i in every thing, or an Impoſſibility of erring 
in any caſe at all; might I not turn your own 


_ =» wy we 


"of Rome never pretended to an [umverſal] Infalli- 
' bility ; nay; the Apoſtles themſelves were not in- 


 fallible in this Senſe, they were not infallible in 


every thing, or above a Poſſibility of Error in all 
' caſes whatever? And then, with a like ſcornful 
ir, conclude, © Thus you have'i in great Humility 
' and Condeſcenſion given up the Claim of a Di- 

vine Attribute, and 3 ated ro diveſt you 


8 Lil then, the' Teliwöny: of four ; 
aged Divines (it is to be hoped) may be ſufficient'ro | 
weigh down the ſingle ee of ſuch a Novice as 


* ſuch, who ralk of Certainty in Matters of Faith.” | 


ſelves infallible (which. =_ ſeem to aſſert, or aſſert 


Nords upon you, and ſay, © The Pope and Church 
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de a grand Miſtake, yet to ſuppoſe for once, that 
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te of the Infallibility of God); byr you ſtand hard by. 
* rhelafallibilry of che Pope, Oc.” p.8,9,10 | 
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certain too? LT „ EZ Loans 
But here you'll turn upon me, and ſay, Ws 
can't be certain of any thing at ali, if we are no 
e infallibly certain; p. 8. Tho I have ſhewn this tall 


Serengrh of our Perſuaſicn be proportionable, an 


Certainty, at leaſt upon a Divine Teſtimony, is a 
infallible Certainty, the Evidegce in this caſe being 
infallible ; what would you infer? Why, if wv 
© pretend to infallible Certainty in Matters of Faith 
vou hope we will not diſclaim Infallibility in thok 
Matters; p. 8. It would be very odd indeed, tc 
pretend we are certain upon an infallible Evidence 
and yet deny that the Evidence is infallible. | But! 
hope you can make a Diſtinction betwixt owning the 
Eyidencę to be infallible, ſuch as cannot itſelf de: 

| POPE | | celve 


< 
— ys, I 
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by ceive; and. pretending that our Judgments are COD 
*] lible, or ſuch as cannot be deceived in their 2 
minations about this Evidence. And yet this Diſ- 
ktinction, rightly applied, takes off the Varniſh, and 
ſhews the Nakedneſs of that Sophiſtry, by which 
you have endeavour d to make your Brethren, a Jeſt 


5 ward the World. 


TT he 1 50 third Object confs hin 


But to ſay ſomething to your third and laſt Ob- 
jection, againſt that innocent, but tortured Paragraph 
of Jour: Brethren. And here you repreſent them, as 
defending. one Contradiction with another. Your 
Words are theſe : © And, which is ſtranger {till, if 
© poſſible, it is ſaid that none can deny this Contra- 
* 4. Jiction, That there may be Certainty where there 
© is not Infallibility, unlels they will aſſert (another 
Fe Contradiction) that Men cannot be certain or in- 
8 fallible in ſome Caſes, without being ſo in all; or 
© that no Man can be infallible in any Caſe, without 
Fe being abſolutely and in all Caſes beyond the Poſſi- 
© bility of Error.” 

But, Sir, why have we not here your Brethrens 
| Senſe in their own words? Is it becauſe they were 
not clear enough to convey their Meaning? Or is it 

not rather, becauſe without this Variation they would 
not have ſpoke out the Contradiction you Was re- 
ſolved to fix upon them? Your Expoſition, tis true, 
is contradictory enough of all reaſon ; but this being 
the fault of the Expoſitor only, thoſe Gentlemen are 
not anſwerable for the Abſurdity. 
| Beſides, who gave you Authority to tell the 
World, That to be certain and to be infallible, are 
with your Brethren ſynonymous Phraſes? whenas the, 
very Buſineſs of the Paragraph you refer to, is to 
ſhew a Diſtinction berwixt them, even as great a 
Diſtinction as there is bet wixt ſaying, He know we are 
in the right, and ſaying, *Tis impoſſible for us to be in the 


wrong 3 p. 5. I to es a Meaning , on 
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_ different Senſe upon em. 


then to make em accountable for all the Abſurdities 


Poſſibility of Error, it is enough, he is infallible 
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Words, contrary to the plain profeſſed Intendment 

of them, is very unaccountable ; and the more ſo, 

becauſe the whole World, (I dare fay) yourſelf ex- 

cepted, do agree with your Brethren | in 2 putting — 
| 0 3 


Te Remarker's Injuſtice, in making his Brethren to 
ſay, Men cannot be infallible in ſome Caſes, with- 
* out being ſo ip all; and that none can be infalli- 

* ble, without being abſolutely beyond the Poſſibility 

cc of Error.” MS | ; as 


"Tis as arbitrary and injurious to make them ſay, ' 
* Men can't be infallible in ſome Caſes, without be- 
* ing ſo in al.” I durſt appeal to your own Con- 
ſcience, whether you indeed believe, that this was 
their real Meaning. What! That a Man can't be 
certain in any thing, without being certain in every 
thing! It is plain to a Demonſtration, that nothing 
was farther from their Thoughts. Sure, Sir, it had 


been much more laudable, firſt to have given us their 


avowed and genuine Senſe, and then to have try'd 
your Skill in Criticiſm, either as to the Propriety of 
their Expreſſions, or as to the Force of their Argu- 
ment. But thus (again and again) to palm. upon” 
your Brethren a Senſe they expreſly diſavow, and 


you can draw from it, is both diſingenuous and 
_ 1 4 „ qo AL DF 37 
Again, what Warrant have you to declare it as 
your Brethrens Opinion, That none can be infalli- 
ble, but thoſe who are abſolutely beyond the Poſſi- 
** bility of Error?“ If a Perſon be beyond the 


with them, (p. 5.) whether he be abſolutely beyond 
ir or no. But, as to be certain at all, is (in your 
account) to be abſolutely certain, (p. 10.) ſo (it 
would ſeem) to be beyond the Poſſibility of Error, 
and to be abſolutely beyond it, is to you the ſame 
thing alſo. To ſuch ſuperlative Gentlemen as * 
. 28 | | : elt, 
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ſelf, norhing (perhaps) muſt be this or that, but 
what is the higheſt degree or kind thereof © 
Should you reply, That your Deſign was not to 
_ repreſent your Brethren as making none to be infalli- 


$3. 
SY 
* 
5 
2 


ble, but thoſe for whom it is abſolutely or ſimply 


impoſſible to err: you did not ſuppoſe, that nothing 
was Infallibility with them, but the higheſt Degree 
of Infallibility ; no, no: By being abſolutely, and 
being in all Caſes beyond the Poſſibility of Error, you 
meant but the ſame thing, che one being explanatory 
of the other. Be it ſo; but then will you lay your 
Hand upon your Heart, and ſay, you believe it to 

be their real Opinion, That no Man can be infallible 
in ſome things, without being ſo in every thing what- 
ever? Don't they plainly allow, that a Man's Judg- 
ment may be truly infallible, ſhould this Infallibility 
extend no farther than to Goſpel-Truth and Error? 
tho indeed they themſelves are far from pretending 
to ſuch a Judgment. Is this doing as you would be 
done by? For inſtance, (to fight you with your own 
Weapons) when you ſpeak of an abſolute Certainty, 
P. 9. ſhould I make you to underſtand by it a Cer- 
tainty in all Cafes : and ſo when you affirm, © That 
in many Inſtances the Apoſtles themſelves were 
_ ©. plainly left to act upon the common Principles of 
* human Prudence, and the Appearances of Proba- 
© bility only, without that abſolute Certainty or In- 
* fallibility, which they had in other Caſes, Cc.“ 
Should one (I ſay) repreſent you, as affirming, That 
the Apoſtles were left to act in many Cafes, without 
chat Certainty in al Caſes, which they had in other 
Caſes ; would you think it candid and generous ? 
And yet this is but to take the Term abſolute in the 
very ſenfe you yourſelf had explained it in the Page 
before. However, rather than charge ſuch a flat 
Contradiqtion upon you, I think it but à piece of 
Juſtice to fuppoſe, That by an abſolute Certainty here 
Jp pyperſiand, not a Certainty in all Caſes, but a 
eriaigty of the higheſt kind oniyx. 
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reſt it unto a Senſe very dit 


| — — From: defgred. Jou would have it to re- 


late unto à Diverſity of Objects; as if they had difs 
camrd no Infallibility, but as aue * In- 


fallibility in 2 p-. 9. whereas they are ſpeak- - 


ing of the ſeveral Determinations of the Judgment 
about the ſame Object. They can eaſily ſuppoſe, 
that an Apoſtle (for fnftance) may be infallible aboug 
ſome ſort of things, viz. about Goſpel-Trith and 
Error; and yet be liable to Miſtakes about other kind 
of things, . about the Diſtance, Magnitpdy Mo- 
tion, Influences, Cc. of the Stars. But their plain 
and obvious Senſe, I take to be this i If it be impoſ⸗ 
fible to be certain,” viz. about the, proper Godhead 
our Saviour, without pretending to an intallible 
r about Goſpel- Truth and Error; or, „with⸗ 
out pretending to a Judgment rhat cannot err in 
Determinations about theſe Matters: then it wil 
follow, that we can in no Determinations about 
Objects know: we. are in the right, bur by. be 
affured-it is impoſſible for us in any of our Determy 


+ pations relating thereunto, to be in the wrong. i 


* bh homer believe would be to R the 0 ker. 
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Hi Brethrets Senſe and Bukit mint; by 


And were! Vd to try their Reaſoning i in a We lh 
Hil Inſtance, you yourſelf, I'm perſuaded, WOr 


| Igtri, 


dble upon the 3 of the Phraſe 
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It is utterly below / a Man of your Capacity to ſtoop. - 


words. For when you tell them, Indeed were 


ſarily be the true Senſe: I would beg leave to 
ask, Why muſt rheir Senſe in that caſe be neceſſarily 


A 


Mark. 


mils the Mark Which he aims at. 
Ah, Sir, is this to act agreeable unto the Genius and 


Spirit of Chriſtianity, you ſo much talk of? Are theſs 

the only Fruits of that generous Education, hon ſee 
bo of * as 5 Ui { p | E 

reaſon every day more and more to bleſs Cod for ? p. 43. 


your Underſtanding unto ſo mean an Employment, . 
a$ to rack your Invention for Tricks and Devices to WM 
perplex the Senſe of your Brethren, only for a Pre- 
Nay, which ſtill aggravates your Fault, the very 
Reaſoning here, you ſo much expoſe, is (or I'm 
greatly miſtaken )-ireally your own, only in other 


Men infallible in their Judgments, and known to 
be ſo, there would be no need to diſtinguiſh be? 1 
ie twixt their Senſe of Scripture Ci. e. their Deter- 

minations about the Senſe of it] © and Scripture it- 
** ſelf; becauſe their Senſe in that caſe would neceſ— 


the true Senſe, if not for this reaſon, Becauſe all 
the Determinations of an infallible Judgment muſt be 


\ 


4 Ry in any Gale lor in any of its Determinations 
| about the Senſe of Serip! pture} T0 e che” wrong . 
Having ſufficiently clear'd thoſe Gentlemen from the 1 
Imputation of Self- contradiction and Falſhood, with _ 
which you had charg d the fifth Page of their Intro- 1 
auction; T ſhalt take the liberty to leare "_ you &: 32 
Contradition-or two of your ow. _ 


Thee Siken, left with the Remarker, to * 
reconciled at his leiſure. 


54. The: Poffbility of communicating a Divine per- 
ting from Eternity, and in an infinite Degree, is what 
you both aſſert and deny. Tis aſſerted p. 32. where | F 
you tell your ' Brethren, ** It neither hath nor can be 
1 i proved, that every Perfection which is communicable 

at all in any Degree, is not actually communicable from 
© al Eternity, in an infinite Degree, &c. "Tis deny'd. 
pr0.. For Infallibility is a Perfection which (by your 
own-Confeſſion) was communicated in ſome Degree unto 
the Apoſtles ; and yet you affirm, © That an univerſal --. 
8 unlimited Infallibility in every thing, is what never 

* was, nor can poſſibly be e to Men, but 

is peculiar to Cod alone. \ 

2. The Neceſſity of being g actually in the right, is a 
foint you aſſert and deny both. "Tis. deny'd p. 44. 
For my own part, ſay you, I long for that time, 

* which I hope is not far off, when Sincerity on the one — 
. hand, and the abſolute Neceſſity of being actually "ay 
"in. the right on the other, ſhall remain — the only 
diſtinguiſhing Principles of Papiſts and Proteſtants- 0 
ie, You believe, that all which the Goſpel makes in- 
aipenſibly neceſſary to Salvation, is to be ſincere only, - 
Kkhether we be actually in the right 1 in mm thing or 
v. (vid. p. 8. of this Book.) * 
Tis aſſerted p. 9. where you ſay "a The Aveſtios 8 
were afallille in whatever they delivered as the Mind 
and? Will of God, ba ak Mens 3 and the 
| ig "4 | 
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© ſuch, who talk of. Certainty in Matters of Faith.” 
Ia.s aſſerted p. g. The Infallibility of 15 offles. is £ 
Mlatter of Faith; and pet you; tho @Prote 
N EY tend unto Certainty about it. They: 
rice bs). infallible in whatever 
_ \[_ < as the Mind and. Will-of God, &.. 
1 80 chat were your Reaſoning: ſolid: ; . 
1 how caliy might one dy Nah own. Artillery upo 
| EE you, t with double Execution retort wur! ef gy 
5 3 Jou cannot be certain of any thing at all, 

E Jou, are not infallibiy certain-of its. And if 
EOS pretend to infallible Certainty in Matters of Fab: 
Xs | N J hope you will not diſclaim In fallibilit 
BY in thoſe Matters. © But if it is only'a fatlible or uf ur 

f 1 | « certain Certainty, that you 2 claim iy his! Cale; | 0 
: 1 * 2 take Ic With All my heart's 300 win ee Re 
T , goodof it: Be as fallibly infallible, aud as uncer 
88 « tainly.certain. as you pleaſe; "This: 3804 Pi be 
1 < which tho ĩt may not pethaps expoſe yum to mul 
| Y ©Envy, yet iI,cannor:: engage; for ir, cher ic Will d 
? : © expole- vou to ſome Ridicule- $ +0 1 UT ff Wo; 74 25 41 2 
8 A have finiſhed ther firſt Part of my Anima 
: vetſions; and confidering the Specimen you haue giv 
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